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- The MAILING DA TE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S. C. § 1 33). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )03 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 29 June 2004 . 
2a)^ This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) £3 Claim(s) 1-34 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6® Claim(s) 1-34 is/are rejected. 

7) 0 Claim(s) ■ is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) ^3 The drawing(s) filed on 26 July 2001 is/are: a)l3 accepted or b)0 objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1 .121 (d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)Q Some * c)Q None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), 
by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a 
patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the 
invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty 
defined in section 351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application 
filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United States and 
was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Knight (U.S. 
Patent 6,515,681). 

Regarding claims 1,13, and 23, Knight teaches a method, system, and program for 
filtering a plurality of current messaging sessions according to subject preferences for a user 
(taught as customized search robots for creating collections of messages based on user criteria, 
at col. 10, lines 20-21 ), and notifying the user of a selection from among a plurality of current 
messaging sessions correlating to user subject preferences, such that the user is enabled to 
monitor conversations comprising the subject preferences across the plurality of messaging 
sessions (taught as the retrieving of messages meeting user search/filter criteria and passing 
the retrieved messages to a user's computer system within a group listing area, at col. 1 1 , lines 
48-60). Knight further teaches a messaging server communicatively connected to a network, 
storing the means for filtering a plurality of current messaging sessions, taught as the 
implementation of the system on a conventional network server associated with an online data 
service provider, at col. 19, lines 35-39, and Fig. 4. 
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Regarding claims 2, 3, 13, and 23, Knight shows filtering a plurality of current messaging 
sessions and notifying the user from a messaging server connected to a plurality of client 
messaging systems, wherein a client messaging system is accessible to a user, taught as a 
user posting or receiving messages in an online community or other message board systems 
(col. 12, lines 39-44), the use of a server connecting the community (col. 2, lines 1-5), and with 
the notification to the user supra. The use of an online community supra further teaches the 
communicative connection of the user to a plurality of client messaging systems. 

Regarding claims 4, 5, 14, 15, 24, and 25, Knight discloses filtering a new channel, and 
a new topic added to a channel, both added to a plurality of current messaging sessions 
according to subject preferences for a user, taught as adding or modifying new groups or 
classes for subscriber message data items (col. 6, lines 30-35), those groups and classes being 
based on user preferences (col. 1 1 , lines 53-56). 

Regarding claims 6, 16, and 26, Knight shows filtering a new keyword added as a new 
message entry to a messaging session from among a plurality of current messaging sessions 
according to a user's subject preferences, taught as the system breaking down queries and 
messages by keyword (col. 20, lines 2-7) and generating filters based on those keywords (col. 
20, lines 33-35). 

Regarding claims 7, 8, 17, 18, 27, and 28, Knight filters a plurality of current messaging 
sessions according to subject preferences for a user added to the current messaging sessions, 
taught as the filtering of specific entries from general area/class/subclass definitions, at col. 1 1 , 
lines 48-56. The use of an online community supra allows for a plurality of users to filter 
messaging sessions from the plurality of messaging sessions based on their own preferences. 

Regarding claims 9, 19, and 29, Knight notifies the user of a selection from among a 
plurality of current messaging sessions utilizing an output indicated in a user's notification 
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preferences, taught as the ability to highlight a specific author's name to notify the user of any 
postings by that author, at col. 16, lines 60-63. 

Regarding claims 10, 11, 20, 21, 30, and 31 , Knight teaches detecting an activity level 
associated with a selection from among a plurality of current messaging sessions, and notifies 
the user of the activity level, taught as a tracking system for tabulating data pertaining to 
information category usage, user author preferences, and interface preferences, which are 
made available to users of the message board, at col. 6, lines 22-35. Knight detects activity 
levels from the group of a channel, topic, and user, taught as tracking category usage and 
author preferences supra. 

Regarding claims 12, 22, and 32, Knight detects an activity level of at least one from the 
group of a number of bytes within a particular time period, a number of message entries within a 
time period, and a time period since a message entry was last entered, taught as tracking the 
number of postings an author has made and the date of the most recent posting, at col. 18, lines 
46-51. 

Regarding claims 33 and 34, Knight teaches an interface method and a user interface 
for graphically displaying a plurality of selectable items representing current messaging 
sessions matching messaging session preferences for a user within a display area (the 
inventive interface for searching, perusing and posting messages of Figs. 3B-3C, col. 19, lines 
6-10), and further initiates a graphical display of a messaging session within the display area 
responsive to a selection from among a plurality of selectable items, taught as selecting one of a 
number of entries through the use of a mouse or a cursor, which in turn brings up a "message 
detail" area to view the content of a message (col. 17, lines 48-54). 
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Response to Arguments 

In response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show certain features of 
applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant relies (i.e., message bi- 
directionality) are not recited in the rejected claim(s). Although the claims are interpreted in light 
of the specification, limitations from the specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van 
Geuns, 988 F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

Applicant's arguments filed 29 June 2004 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. As to Applicant's argument that Knight does not teach "bi-directional 
communication" and "messaging sessions" as described in the specification, the Examiner 
respectfully disagrees. As to bi-directional communication, Knight teaches at col. 6, lines 14-20, 
"automatically downloading messages corresponding to information categories previously 
indicated as of most interest to the particular user. This can occur at the beginning of a session, 
or during idle periods, so that the user is given a faster response time for messages of interest 
to him/her". Since the system of Knight automatically sends messages to a user, the system is 
bi-directional. 

Furthermore, as to Applicant's definition of a messaging session, it can be seen from col. 
6, lines 14-20 that Knight teaches the delayed transmission of text messages between multiple 
users via a network, in a similar manner to e-mail delivery. 

Applicant's argument that Knight fails to teach "a messaging server" or "a client 
messaging server" due to a lack of bi-directional communication is not persuasive based on the 
citation of col. 6, lines 14-20. 

Applicant's argument that Knight fails to teach a new channel or a new topic added to a 
channel is not persuasive. Applicant states that a channel is well known in the art as a bi- 
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directional medium for transferring information but is not defined as such in the specification. 
The Fifth Edition of the Microsoft Computer Dictionary defines a channel as "a path or link 
through which information passes between two devices" or "a medium for transferring 
information", which does not imply bi-directional communication. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as 
set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date 
of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Michael Roswell whose telephone number is (571) 272-4055. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 - 6:00 M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Cabeca can be reached on (571) 272-4048. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Michael Roswell 
11/30/2004 



JOHN CABECA 
C SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAM" 
TECHNOLOGY 




